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VII. 9 Dec 81 NATO cil 


CREEK, TURKISH MINISTERS ADDRESS BRUSSELS MEETING 





TAO81829 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Excerpt] The NATO winter meetings continued in Brussels today with the NATO Defense 
Planning Group meeting. Defense Minister Umit Haluk Bayulken is representing Turkey at 
the teeting, which is attended by the defense ministers of the 14 countries of NATO's 
military wing. Greek Prime Minister and Defense Minister Andreas Papandreou addressed the 
committee today and expressed his country’s views regarding NATO and Turkey. Bavyulken 
replied to Papandreou’s speech and said Turkey did not have a military force aimed against 
Greece. He stressed that NATO was not the place to solve problems between the two coun- 
tries and that these problems could be solved through bilateral contacts. 








PAPANDREOU MEETS NEWSMEN AFTER BRUSSELS MEETING 
NCO090041 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 2200 GMT 8 Dec 81 


{Excerpt} For the first time the Greek issue was clearly raised with NATO, the alliance's 
responsibilities toward our country were stressed and even the Greek positiors were out- 
lined against the NATO position. This was stated tonight by Prime Minister Papandreow in 
an interview with Greek political editors in Brussels. Earlier, speaking to foreign 
correspondents and television teams, Prime Minister Papandreou had expressed his wonder 

at the dispatches by foreign news agencies concerning the Greek positions and attributed 
these dispatches to apparently wrong information. 


The prime minister said: The Greek people have elected the new government to guarantee 
our country’s independence, national sovereignty and territorial integrity. Both I per- 
sonally and my associates are determined to carry th’ out in full. Referring to the first 
meeting today of the NATO Defense Planning Group at the defense ministers level, 

Mr Papandreou said the Greek side outlined the problems of our country conc;riing its 
defense and security. More specifically, it has been demanded that Cyprus be completely 
demilitarized. It was stressed that the Greek Government will not accept any arrangement 
which would deprive our armed forces of the right and obligation to defend Greek territory. 
and it was emphasized that there is evidence proving that Turkey's long-term goals are a 
condominium or partition of the Aegean. 


Addresses Greek Officers 


NCOB0954 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 0500 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] Prime Minister Papaudreou spoke last night to Greek officers serving with NATO 
about the problems Greece is facing in the international field. This took place during 
a reception given by Greece's delegate to NATO. The prime minister referred to the major 
issue of Cyprus and stressed that the new Greek Government will not retreat one iota from 
its positions on Greek waters, airspace and territory. 


TURKISH, CANADIAN MINISTERS AGREE ON COOPERATION 





TAO82121 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] National Defense Minister Umit Haluk Bayulken, who is in Brussels for the NATO 
defense planning meetings, held talks with Canadian National Defense Minister Gilles 
Lamontagne. During the meeting, held at NATO Headquarters, the two agreed to set up a 
working group to hold preliminary contacts on technological and military cooperation between 
the two countries. The two also agreed to step up efforts to meet certain requirements of 
the Turkish air force. 


The working group, which will be composed of experts from both countries, will meet in the 
capitals of the two countries to prepare a report that will be discussed at ministerial 
level. 























VII. 9 Dec 81 C2 NATO 
LUNS: PEACE MOVEMENT NOT AFFECTING FRG STANCE 

LDO81158 Hamburg DPA in German 00.2 GMT 8 Dec 81 

[Text] Brussels, 8 Dec (DPA) -- The peace movement and the efforts for unilateral dis- 


armament, in the view of NATO Secretary General Joseph Luns, have no effect on FRG 
policy within NATO. In an interview with DPA, Luns said in Brussels on Monday: "We 
have admiration and respect for the chancellor's loyalty to the alliance, and also for 
the lovalty of the foreign minister and defense minister.” 


In contrast with others, the Federal Government reacted wisely, Luns said. The Bundestag 
debate on the Bonn talks between the chancellor and Soviet state and party leader Leonid 

Brezhnev confirmed that there was a “great consensus” in the FRG about the policy of the 

last 10 years. 


Luns accounted for Brezhnev's conciliatory attitude in Bonn primarily with reference 
to the fact that the recent proposals on disarmament from U.S. President Ronald Yeagan 
was a surprise for Moscow. The NATO secretary general is counting on results from the 
Geneva by 1983, for otherwise the new U.S. weapons will be stationed in Europe. “The 
Russians know that, and Schmidt told Brezhnev this very clearly and very astutely.” 


Luns said that the Soviets would “occasionally like to hear” from Schmidt on “what 
motivates the U.S. Government." They cou'd not assess President Reagan exactly. “Thus 
I believe that the chancellor can do quite useful work.” 


On the question of the present attitude of the Soviet Government, Luns thought that the 
military had too great a say. With the exception of arms all the major plans in the 
social sphere and in the area of living standards had failed. The people there were -- 
in contrast with the West -- proud of this weaponry. The Soviet Union recognizes much 
better than Europe the weight of power in world politics. The new U.S. President also 
knows what it means to be weak. 


In his interview with DPA, Luns spoke of an improvement in the relations between the 
United States and Europe. “They (the Americans) realize that one cannot go around making 
all kinds of statements which cannot be understood.” Reagan's most recent suggestions 
made a good impression on Europe, and the Europeans and convinced that the United States 
wants to have serious negotiations with Moscow. It is also a fact that the United 

States comprehensively consults the Europeans. 


Luns too. the view that the alliance would have to overcome the peace movements. These 
movements remain “only a minority.” They are beginning to criticize the Soviets as 
well: “The demonstration in Bucharest was certainly not only against NATO; the 
Russians will not appreciate that,” Luns said. 


On the situation in Turkey, Luns said that a deep hatred between former prime minister 
Bulent Ecevit and Suleman Demirel made democratic government impossible. He also 
believes that Ecevit will be “comfortably sent" to prison, and that it would be useful 
for him to be seen as a martyr. Tre regime would have been wiser not to imprison hin. 
Luns asked people to wait and see whether, after the passing of the new constitution, 


there would be real democracy in Turkey. 





Luns welcomed Spain's entry into NATO. He replied no to the question of whether there 
were signs of political countermeasures from Moscow. He expressed his conviction that 
the Soviet Union would not intervene in Poland: “We cannot very well see what the 
Russians would gain by sending in 200,000 men there.” The banning of the independent 
trade union Solidarity or the imprisonment of its leaders would mean the unleashing of 
an “immensely grave crisis" in Poland. 
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LOSI. Vienna Domestic Service in German 1100 T 9 Dec 8] 


he reintroduction of visas for Polish citizens, a total] of 510 Poles 
ry at Austrian border checkpoints vesterday. In about 300 cases, Austrian 


authorities issued the required visas. 


Werte Ggeniec €7 


A telephone inquiry bw the Austrian Radio and Television Service at several border 
fi In Lower Austria, Upper Austria and Burgenland found that the reintro- 
uction of visas has almost completely stopped the influx of Poles. The Drasenhofen 
checkpoint reports that not a single Polish citizen entered Austria today, while vester- 
dav 1% were still able to enter. At the Neunagelbere checkpoint the last entry by a 
lish citizen was registered on Monday. In Nickelsdorf 150 Poles have been denied entry 
since the reintroduction of visas. 


Meanwhile, the Warsaw government has in turn introduced travel restrictions for Austrians; 
as of 21 December, Austrian citizens wanting to trzevel to Poland have to apply for visas 


2£ain. 


KREISKY ANNOUNCES MAJOR ARAB LOANS FOR COUNTRY 





AV091125 Vienna KRONEN-ZETITUNG in German 9 Dec 81 p 2 


1 


(Kurt Seinitz report: "Oil Billions To Flow Into Our Economy” 


‘Text! Abu Dhabi — Chancellor Kreisky wants to finance the announced business promotion 
program at the beginning of next vear with the aid of Arab loans running into the billions 
and eranted at favorable interest rates. This was stated by the chancellor in a talk 

here with KRONEN-ZEITUNC on the third leg of his tour of Arab countries. 


Kreisky: “The Arabs are very friendly toward us. Our name has a reputation here. Wo 
sooner do we say what we urgently need than we are already getting it generously on the 
most favorable conditions. Thev are not narrowminded here toward us. Here ve do not 
need anv lone-winded negotiations on complicated repayment conditions because they know 
we will pay them back properly for everything.” 


The chancellor presents a glum picture of Austria's serious situation: “We must somehow 
get over the next 7 months. Unless we succeed in getting our economy out of the doldrums 
in the coming months, things will look very black indeed. in my opinion. That is why 

a massive business promotion program will be launched in January. We will, so to speak, 
as a last-minute firefighting action, invest billions. If we succeed in this maneuver, 
then I see chances of an economic recovery by the end of 1982.” 





BRIEFS 


AMBASSADOR TO PHILIPPINES — Dr Friedrich Posch, a career diplomat since 1958 and head 
of the Austrian Foreign Ministry's foreign cultural relations department since 

1 January 1980, has been appointed new Austrian ambassador to the Republic of the 
Philippines. The Philippine Government has approved the appointment. [Vienna WIENER 
ZFITUNC in German 6 Dec 81 9 2 AU] 


AMBASSADOR TO BELGIUM — Dr Pranz Ceska, since 1977 head of the Foreign Ministry's security 
policy and disarmament department, has been appointed new Austrian ambassador to the 
Kinedom of Beleium. The Belgian Government has approved the appointment. [Vienna 

WIENER ZEITUNG in German 5 Dec 81 p 3 AU] 
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tii. 9 Dec 8] I 2 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMAXY 


in am article in the Soci emocrat weexly VORNWAERTS he listed as topics for discussion -- 
fOLlowinge from the Bre ‘ isit to Bonn -- international security and disarmament and the 
special Cern Tespons ty tor the preservation of peace in Europe. He said it was a 
Gistorting lens” whe * he . > Opposition, on the other hand, called for the discussion 
of practical intra-German problems with corresponding results. No one should force the 
federal Government into a policy toward the GDR of seeking only easier conditions for the 


Opposition leader Helmut Kohl basically welcomed the Schmidt-Honecker meeting while speaking 
to the CDI, CSI iT.lamentary group today but he said it is wrong to see it as a result of 

the Brezhnev visit to Bonn, and wrong above all to talk about missiles. Schmidt and Honecker 
should concentrate on intra-German topics and on an improvement of human relations wit? 


" 
’ J ° ° ° J 
balanced concessi Ss anc reciprocal concessions. 


in Bonn today, the chancellor discussed the topics for the summit meeting with his delegation 
and Berlin's governing Mavor Richard von Weizsaecker (CDU). Together with Economics 

Minister Otto Graf Lambedorff and Egon Franke. who are accompanving him te Lake Werbellin, 
the meeting was also attendet bw Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Diertric Lenser oer, Federal 
Justice Minister Juergen Schmucc and ter representatives of other ministries. ‘Federal 
Government Spokesman] Kurt Becker did not give any details of the discussion. 


in order to have more time for the chancellor's visit to Guestrow. the program for Sunday 
has been tightened somewhat. The chancellor’s press conference after a breakfast with 
Honecker and the final meeting of the delegations has been brought forward from 1100 to 
1015. According to the program, Schmidt will leave the press center at 1130 and wishes 

to leave the Hubertusstock lodge at 1200 with Honecker for their drive together to Guestrow. 
The two politicians’ arrival there is planned for 1430 and Schmidt's departure for Hatoure 


for 1745. 
BRANDT EXPECTS IMPROVED RELATIONS WITH CDR 
LDOS1130 Hambure DPA in German 1023 GMT 9 Dec 8] 


[Text] Bonn, 9 Dec (DPA) -- SPD Chairman Willy Srandt expects the forthcoming intra-German 
summit to lead to a higher quality of relations between the two German states and an expansion 
of contacts between the political leaders. In an interview for the DEUTSCHES ALLGEMEINES 
SONNTAGSBLATT published today, Brandt states that if the meeting takes a “reasonable” course. 
there will be a number of tasks for the two governments on individual iseves of intra-Gernman 
relations. “A new result might be, however, that an increase in frequency of political 
comtacts will arise from the fact of being neighbors, something which so far has been lacking.” 


The quality of political relations and exchange of views with the GDR leadership should not 
lag behind that which the Federal Republic has developed during the past vears in its 
relations with other partners of the Warsaw Pact. Brandt mentioned as an example the fact 
that the European governments in the West and East repeatedly emphasized during the Afghan 
crisis last vear that their relations should not be harmed as a result of the deterioration 
in relations between the two superpowers. For the first time, this also applies to the 
governments in Bonn and East Berlin. 





Brandt endorsed the view, frequently expressed by Federal Chancellor Helawt Schmidt and 

SED General Secretary Erich Honecker in recent times regarding the two German states’ special 
responsibility with respect to East-West relations and the preservation of peace in Europe. 
This special responsibility could, not only for geopolitical but also for historical reasons, 
be a starting point for developing intra-German relations, the SPD leader said, “aleo as far 
as those responsible in the other German state are concerned, by the way.” 
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FRG-U.S. RELATIONS REFLECT “CONFIDENCE CRISIS* 





DWOB1139 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 8 Dec 8]! pl 
[Guenther Gillessen editorial: “The Deteriorated Image of America”) 


[Text] At a highway truck stop deep in Tennessee, a Danish jounalist and two American 
truck drivers sat together at midnight a few days ago. The Dane told them about Europe 
and regretted that the Europeans contribute too little to the West's common security. 
The truck drivers, two strong men, comforted him: "Don't worry; we will come and get 
you out of it.” But it is not as simple as the two imagined. If for no other reason 
this discussion is worth noting because it shows something of the generosity of the 
American nation as reflected among the common people. The Germans experienced this 
humanity in many ways in 1945 when the Americans moved in. 


America is a nation that is not held together by ethnic origins as the European people 
are, but by political values. What makes the descendants of so many European, African and 
Asian peoples a new nation of Americans is the common political belief. It is the belief 
that the state. its constitution and all its institutions are destined to protect freedce 
and that all citizens must help each other do this. 


If you read the speech of U.S. Ambassador Burns given to the German Foreign Policy Society, 
and if you compare what has been said in the past months in Washington, from political 
rostrums in the Federal Republic and in protests during Secretary of State Haig's visit 

to Berlin about America’s role played in Europe, you understand better that Cerman-American 
relations do not merely reflect differences of opinion on the advisability of a certaia 
security policy or on which method better promotes disarmament policy; these relation. 
reflect some sort of confidence crisis. 


What is now causing difficvities in U.S.-German relations is not “differences of interests” 
in the classic doctrine about the great interests of states, what has happened here has 
nothing to do with foreigs policy but with a domestic political crisis in the avareness of 
Furopean nations, particuarly the Germans. What Burns said hits the heart of the matter: 
The Europeans, and particularly the Germans, do not quite see what values their state 
should serve and to what end they should use the freedom which the year 1945 has given 
them. Thev do not even consider this freedom to be a value worth being protected. 


A generation of people has grown up some of whom can do longer differentiate betveen 
political systems -- and this generation is making the highest moral claim with regard 

to policy, namely that of nonviolence, but it disregards just that in dealing with its 
fellow beings; it instead advocates keeping uature clean -- a good and serious cause — 
but it betrays this with the dirt of scatological language with the slander of those who 
think differently and with disregard for democratic institutions and procedures. These 
are young people who consider everybody else as spiritually corrupt and who trust nobody, 
young people who believe they must consider institution and the regular, tested procedures 
of understanding, debate and decisionmaking as “structural violence.” 


The deteriorated image young Germans have of the United States has little to do with 
reality. It seems rather to be a reflection of the Federal Republic as a state considered 
worthless and treated accordingly by many politicians. Is the students’ anti-Americanise 
a form of self-hatred in the Federal Republic?’ 


It is no comfort to know that this phenomenon currently applies only to some the young 
people, particularly among students. The phenomenon is alarming because it can gain ground. 
It has spread to the adults who are not convinced themselves by the basic values contained 
in the basic rights and the constitution. The doubts of the adults can be seen in their 


permissive child raising and in their own way of life. 
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“hese young peopie, who are opting out of the democratic state anid ite institutions, 
consider the Socia' Democratic Federal Government to be as unworthy of confidence as 
a “bourgeois” government. It did not puy for the SPD leadership to pry lip service 

to the vouth of 1968 and the seventies inctead of first protecting the institutions and 
the valid law before entering a “dialogue.” 


The domestic political crisis and the loss of confidence by young teople has in the mean- 
time affected how the Federal Republic's foreign policy stands ate determined. The 
toying of one segment of Social Democratic politicians with this mood -- Willy Srandt 
must be named first of all -- causes a tendency toward foreign policy neutrality and 
“equidistance™ regarding the East and West by doubting the American desire for peace ané 
by trving to create the necessity of German mediation “between the big powers.” There 
is also a moral aspect to this in that both big powers appear to be equally evil. In 
reality, however, this reflects their own unfounded philosophical standpoint and their 
own nihilism which fails to see the difference between a liberal constitutional state 
and totalitarian dictatorship, and which disregards the difference of political aims in 
the Soviet Union and in the United States. 


EUROPEAN SECURITY MAY DEPEND ON BONN’S POLICY 





DWO11451 Frankfurt FRANKFURTER ALLCEMEINE in German 30 Nov 81 p 1 
[Commentary signed RM: “In Geneva -- or in Bonn’”] 


[Text] It is a great opportunity and simultaneously a serious danger tliat is inherent 
in the Geneva missile disarmament negotiations which the United States and the Soviet 
Union will open on this Monday. The opportunity is that the Soviet Union will reduce 
its advance armanent in medium-range missiles because otherwise it would have to fear 
that NATO will go through with its counterarming decision. The Soviet Union could agree 
to such a reduction without running any risk. Even thereafter it would be quite 
comfortably off militarily: In the field of long-range missiles as well as in the case 
of the short-range missiles it is equal to the West, and in conventional forces it is so 
superior over the West that a balance seems to be beyond the realm of possibility. This 
ought to satisfy even a Soviet security requirement that has been hiked quite far. 


But things may well turn out differently. What if the West, with a view to the Geneva 
negotiations, keeps postponing its cownterarmament so that ultimately the postponement 
turns into abandonment’ This would be devastating for Europe's security, for the existence 
of the alliance. The Soviets will do everything conceivable to get to this point, and 
they have a means for doing it, too: tedious negotiations. The time thus gained works 
for the Soviet Union, provided the “peace movement” with its campaign against Western 
counterarmament makes any headway, if it constantly gains a greater following among the 
people and if it cam increase its pressure on the governments. Moscow will support the 
peace movement to the best of its abilities — it is already in the process of doing so, 
for instance, in Denmark. There, the Soviet Embassy picked up part of the bill for the 
“peace propaganda” of naive democrats which it deemed useful. With regard to the Bonn 
peace demonstration of 10 October, the DKP had ite finger in the pie, silently but all 
the more effectively. 





It all boils down to the question of what the will for defense of the West Europeans will 
be like in 1983, whether the Federal Republic, above all, will be prepared to accept 

the U.S. medium-range veapons system 2 years from now if no accord is reached in Geneva 
by then. The chancellor, the foreign minister, the opposition propose to handle it 

that way. But the counterforces in the two coalition parties are growing. Hence, will 
West Europe's security against Soviet extortive superiority ultimately depend more on 
West German internal policy than on the Geneva negotiations’ 
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\ (AN SU “Si. WaANDREOU’S CREE: 
9S Frenk‘urt RANE RIER ALLCEME IN! in German * Sif 
\A¢gelbert Weinstein editorial: “AMATO Stumbles on” 


/lext It has been said many times that SATO is desd. Similar to the Rerensbure Reichstac. 
which once drageed on from ome decade to the other, the sliiance was pantine tut always able 
to catch up with the fetere. The SATO conferences were oases slore the wav through the 
jJesert of Atlantic imperfection. In retrospect they hawe been stations permitting survival. 
Tenever the defense sinisters get in the Defense Planmnine Committee (DPC) -- in this body 
the politicians sand generals work out the military and strategic oroerams — agreement vas 
whiewed. It was frequentivy weak, but the alliance could st least sturble toward the next 
mference. The complementing foreign ministers’ meeting temporarily bound the various 
eovereien states more firmiv. It is, therefore, not so bold to predict that the winter 
meeting comine to an end this week, will give the Atlantic caravan the streneth to sturble 
m to the next phase, the spring conference. 


The sain issue will be NATO*’s wal decision. But there are aleo sideline issues full of 

litical dwnanmite. “ATO will have toe point out that ome of the prerequisites for the 
omtinuation of the pact is the action of its members in conformity to the alliance. The 
Creeks must be told that they cannot always play the role of the insulted and the one who 
makes constant denands without offering credible action in return. If Papandreow acts 
simultaneously as prime minister, and defense sinister, presuming the position of some sort 
f superior with reeard te the other ministers, he must be told that tie country is just a 
part. and mot even the most important one, of a comprehensive pact svsten. 


Greece’s geostratecic situation is significant, but Turkev’s is more so. In our technical 
pee the territory of the Greeks can be left owt. The Turks, however, are 4 bastion going 
beyond Europe. They have an army that can establish a balance with regard to the Russian 
omcentration at the northern border of Iran. So one could do without Athens if need be, 
but mot withowt Ankara. ff this realization prevails, the claim of the new Creek Government 
to voice a willful opinion on the nenmbership of Spain and on American bases will lose such 
of ite blackmailing strength. 


It will aleo be important for the Atlantic climate to improve in Brussels. What is meant 
is the relationship between America and furope, The partners are lucky to find a friend 
of the old continent in the person of the 0.5. secretary of state. As the former NATO 
commander in chief, Haile knows the alliance. (me will alwave find enderstanding on his 
pert. Sut the Reacan eovernment has several faces. It is more difficult to get along with 
Caspar Weinberger. The secretary of defense aiso feels he is the administrator of the 
strongest military force of the alliance. “e is right in demanding that the alliance 
should respect the performance of the Americans. 


The Atlantic meeting will a'so offer an opportunity to inform the Weetern public more con- 
prehensively about American strategic conceptions. The misunderstanding must be eliminated 
that the United States wants a limited war in Furope to permit the American continent to 
evade a strategic nuclear clash. Nothing in the American strategic conception points to 
such planning. Cranted, the American security policy has alwave followed a zigzag course. 
Firet it was “massive retaliation,” then “satisfied destruction” and now the strategy of a 
balance which is supposed to demonstrate in a placardized way American security policy in 
the nuclear ace. 


Many furopeans have not realized that despite the American vacillation with regard to 
detatiled nuclear iseves, American analysts followed the line of trying to avoid and not 
weee war. Alone with technical perfection of arms systems, concern was growing that the 
‘refined modern combat means could overcome human common sense and political reason. 




















Yili. 9% Dec 61 36 FEDERAL REPUSLIC OF (ERWiT 


Parallie! to the evweter of deterrence a system bas come about that figures out, combines 

and predicts what would happen if deterrence did not work. The suggestion of the spe- 
cialiete: limitetion of zones and means of war, if one considers what would happen if the 
umthinkable took place. The respective strategic conceptions do not indicate, however, 

thet America purewes the air of abrogating the nuclear responsibility of the entire a/liance. 
Haile and Weinbereer should make this clear once again to the Europeans. 


IMBALANCES TS NATO DM FENSE Bt RDEXS VIEWED 

MWOT139e Benn DIE WELT im German 5-6 Dec 61 p 2 

(Thomas Kielineer commentary: “A Signal From the Senate”] 

[Text it becemes more evident each day that the Atlantic alliance not only finds iteelf 


in am inbalance of forces vis-a-vis the Warsaw Pact but that there also exists a gross 
inbalence im the sharine of defense burdens within the alliance proper. How long will this 
work 


Here is am example: In Turkey, the most important partner country at NATO's southeastern 
flank, it is left toe the ..8. defense secretary these days to confer a certain degree of 
reepectability and importance on the current military government, which the furopeans 
threaten to destroy. In times of utmost international anxiety people in Europe fancy 
themeelwese in the role of moralizers, leaving the efforts toward power-political cohesion 
to the (mited States and perhape even sneer at such efforts, calling them “Reagan's coming 
to terme with the colonele.” 





Anether example is that the consensus for ~haring additional defense burdens is further 
decreasine in the indivicwal alliance councries. Here, toc, the gap between turope and 
the tmited States is erowing. Notwithstanding the huse additional expenditures, President 
Resean's defense budget succeeded in taking the hurdles in Congress. In an urgent letter 
to the Senate the President recalled once again that what matters now, above all with a 
view to the Genewa sneeotiations, is to set the right signals, for successes in necot iat ions 
can be achiewed onlw “if the Sewiets realize that we are determined to restore the military 
balances.” The Senate's approval for the construction of the B-1 superbomber is such a 
signal. 


(me might have thowght that the burden of such reasoning would be incumbent on all the 
alliance partners, but instead it is being left to Washington, and on top of this, criticier 
is volced that “Reagan is diemantling the social state.” Does one actually believe the 
defense sacrifices are easy for the Americans” 


— = 


DWO9L14® Coleene Deutechlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 9 Dec 81 
[Press review! 


[Excerpts! MANNHETMPR MORGCEN discusses the Brussels NATO seeting: NATO faces not only 
external bet also internal problems. It became apparent at the final annual session of 
the NATO ministers what a difficult partner Greece will be in the future under its new 
Socialist government. Prime Minister Papandreow is trying to «ell his good conduct as 
dearly as possible with regard to such issves as Spain's NATO membership in returr for 
financial, trade-political and military benefits from the United States and other NATO 
countries to the adwantage of his own country. He is following a similar strategy in «he 
furopean Commenity, where Atwens is blocking important decisions to gain greater advantages 
for Greece, 


BRAUNSCHWEICER ZETTUNG carries the following comment: Greece was plaving a risky poker 
eame at the Bruesels NATO conference, but has now given in for the time being. 
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DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH LAOS TO RESUME 





BKO80330 Hong Kong AFP in English 0236 GMT 8 Dec 41 


[Excerpt] Bangkok, 8 Dec (AFP) -- France and Laos have agreed to reopen their embassies 
in Vientiane and Paris effective today, their embassies here announced. A brief 
communique said the decision followed “conversations between their representatives." 
This was understood to have been at the United Nations in New York. France and Laos 
broke off relations in August, 1978, after Vientiane accused France and the U.S. Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA) of trying to spark a coup against the pro-Soviet Pathet Lao 
government that took power, with Vietnamese support, on Dec 2, 1975. 


It was not immediately clear what had paved the way for the resumption of relations, nor 
the level at which they were back. 


Last Feb 9, then French Foreign Minister Jean Francois-Poncet had said, “Diplomatic relations 
betveen Paris and Vientiane could be resumed only if the Laotian Government renounced 

the slanderous accusations that caused the rupture.” As recently as last May, France 

was also reported to be demanding the simultaneous reopening of cultural centers closed 
since relations were cut. The process of rapproachement apparently picked up steam after 
the May 10 election of Franch President Francois Mitterrand, a Socialist. Mr Mitterrand, 
replying to a warm congratulatory message from Laotian head of state Souphanouvong, had 
expressed the hope that “a new dialogue between France and Laos could be established 

through the intermediary, for example, of permanent representatives to the United Nations." 


DE ROSE SLAMS GRADUATED RESPONSE STRATEGY 





I -- ‘Serious Crisis’ 
PMO81605 Paris LE MONDE in French 21 Nov 81 p 5 


[Part I of article by Francois de Rose, former permament representative to the Atlantic 
Council: “Updating Deterrence") 





[Text] The will to defend is undergoing a serious crisis. Although deterrence seemed 

to guarantee the old continent's security effectively for more than 30 years, we are 
witnessing a deterioration in confidence in the ability of a strategy based on the threat 
of the use of nuclear weapons in the framework of the "graduated response” to prevent a 
conflict. The result is that the NATO nuclear capability is striking large sections of 
opinion in several countries as containing a threat of war in itself. 


Since fear is a bad counselor, the reactions it is producing run counter to what could 
remove the cause. An objective analysis of the situation shows that deterrence is not 
dead and that, with an appropriate doctrine and means, there is no reason why the 
hypothesis of a conflict should be less dangerous for the enemy than for us. 


The following does not mean that we should regard as more probable a Soviet attack, 
conventional «~~ nuclear, at a time chosen by the Kremlin. The best strategy will 
always be om which brings the fruits of victory without fighting. But international 
relations are governed by what each knows of his own and the enemy's capabilities and 
vulnerabilities. It is this assessment, wrongly considered as unfavorable in Europe, 
which is grist to the mill of Soviet propaganda and of neutralism. 


Therefore it is important to know the real strengths and weaknesses in order to move a 
little more confidently in this dangerous world. 








Ad 


~ 


Iwo Doctrines 


In 32 vears the Atlantic alliance has been given two defense doctrines: “massive retalia- 
1” from 1949 through the early sixties, “graduated response” since then. 


* i “wer 
at 


The change from the former to the latter took place when the USSR acquired its first 
ICBMs. Today the balance of forces in Europe has been changed from what it was when the 
sraduated response was adopted. It is, therefore, legitimate to ask whether this second 


concept is and will always remain valid. 


While the Western countries enjoved superiority in theater nuclear weapons thev were able 

to threaten to use them if a conventional battle turned to their disadvantage. The response 
would have been adapted to the level of force chosen by the aggressor, who would be forced 
to raise the stakes at all levels to obtain a decision. 


This is like a heavyweight and a lighweight boxer. The first would be able to adjust his 
pressure to the latter's strength. But the reverse could not be done. 


This situation has changed. There is scarcely anv doubt that the Red Army could “control 
the escalation” just as well as NATO. It is, at least in theory, capable of launching a 
first strike at some time in the future which would be capable of eliminating a large 
section of the conventional and nuclear defenses in Europe. 


Since the eraduated response is also with the Soviets’ capabilities, the danger of escala- 
tion is at least as great for the victim as for the aggressor. Since an alliance's superi- 
ority in one sphere is no longer compensated by the other's advantage in another sphere, the 
loctrine which is based on the balance of imbalances ceases to exist. 


Je are now in the uncomfortable situation in which the balance of forces at different levels 
zives the enemy and not us the choice of weapons and hence of the concept that he would 
applv in case of attack. 


When the United States had superiority in the tactical nuclear arms sphere, the Soviet 
joctrine as expressed in particular bv Marshal Sokolovskiy was that the destruction of the 
enen.e’s nuclear arms would be “vital to the victorious course of the military operations.” 
Today we are told thet the Red Army will never resort to using nuclear arms first. Sut at 
the same time Marshal Ustinov is warning the countries which accept the Euvromissiles on 
their territory that they are exposing themselves to being a target for nuclear attacks. 


The Soviet Union can choose between conventional or nuclear war. It is very possible that 
Marshal Sokolovskiv’'s views are still valid. It is also plausible that the Red Army might 
use its conventional superiority to move toward the West, leaving the Western countries 

to make the “agonizing” decision to use nuclear weapons knowing that, as soon as this first 
use has been made, even at a limited level in keeping with the “graduated response,” the 
Soviet arsenal could destrov the entire old continent, with industrial and demographic as 
well as military targets. 


In other words, the flexible response which claimed to present the enemy with a more 
difficult problem no longer fulfills that requirement. It is the West which would be 
exposed to the ereater risk by taking the nuciear initiative in keeping with the present 
concepts: that of the destruction of Europe without involving Soviet territory. 


Defenses Which Are Increasingly Difficult T° Penetrate 


The Europeans’ mistake was to regard the threat posed by the SS-20 missiles as the most 
important change in the balance of forces on their continent. 
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The change has taken place at all levels, and the most important change stems from the 
NATO air forces" growing difficulty in penetrating the rapidly developing Soviet defenses. 
Hence the need to deploy the Pershing and cruise missiles, which is justified not so much 
by the need to counter the SS-20 as by the need to restore the possibility of hitting the 
main enemy, the only one with nuclear weapons, at home. In other words. even if the 
Soviets had not modernized their arsenal it would have been just as necessary for the 
Western countries to modernize theirs. This is because the real changes which have 
occurred are in the sphere of vulnerability. Europe's vulnerability increased whereas 

the Soviet Union's vulnerability was diminishing. 


It is this imbalance which the USSR would like to “freeze” by negotiations or, if it 
succeeded in preventing the deployment of the new U.S. missiles in Europe. by a major 
thrust toward “decoupling,” thus creating a gap between the European theater and the 
U.S. strategic forces. If, however, purelv military targets in the USSR were hit. the 
Kremlin would be forced to choose between reprisals against U.S. territory, which would 
force it to take a major step on the ladder to all-out war, or refraining. which would 
amount to accepting the unilateral strike by the United States. The two options are 
equally unattractive. This dilemma largely explains its bitter opposition to the 
modernization of NATO's theater nuclear forces, not to mention the vast political con- 
sequences of the Europeans’ acceptance of a precedent establishing that they could not 
have weapons on their territory for their defense which were not tolerated by Moscow! 


The same mistake led those European countries. and now the United States, to accept and 
moreover to demand negotiations on the S$S-20 missiles and Backfire bombers against the 
Pershing II and cruise missiles. The fact that this was inevitable for political reasons 
should not make us forget that such negotiations would relate to virtually «11 U.S. arms 
in Europe capable of reaching Russia, leaving out 90 percent of the Soviet wespons 

which can destroy us. 


There is something wrong in a series of arguments leading opinions in many countriczs to 
be more worried by the deployment of weapons systems intended to defend them than by the 
existence of thousands of Soviet missiles, aircraft and guns which constantly threaten then. 


If deterrence is to work in Europe, the outbreak of hostilities must lead to an attack on 
military targets on its territory by U.S. missiles, thus forcing the Soviet leaders into 
the choice explained above. We must now turn what is still just a simple eventuality into 
a concept, instead of the interpretation unfortunately given to some of President Reagan's 
statements. 


To put it bluntly. this means that NATO, instead of being based on a graduated response, 
must adopt the principle that. whatever the level of a nuclear attack on Europe, it would 
immediately lead to an attack on Soviet military targets, with large-scale destruction. 

to counter the continuation of Warsaw Pact operations. Since Moscow is trying to separate 
Europe from the United States, the Western powers’ military response must be to unite the 
territories of Europe and the USSR [as published! in an inseparable way for the purpose of 
their defense operations. 


While the ocean creates an enormous gulf between the main Atlantic power and its allies, 
there is continuity between the Russian land mass and Europe. This situation is to our 
disadvantage in all spheres: lines of communication, reinforcements. deplovment of forces... 
not to nention the fairly psychological consequences in all spheres...aside from one: 

the probability that. once military operations have been launched toward the West on this 
continent, they could be extended to the East without a continuity problem. The proposal 
that any nuclear attack in Europe would being a response on the USSR's territory thus seems 
to be the one which could put geography on our side. For as Bismarck said. 
geography is the only constant element in international relaions, it has not lost its 
importance for strategy. despite the missiles. 


If you want to make a nuclear attack less probable, it is important not to be in an 
inferior position in the conventional sphere such that NATO would be forced to use its 
tactical nuclear arms immediately or capitulate. The weaker conventional forces are, 
the earlier it will be necessary to resort to nuclear weapons. 
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Middle Course 


The question of the level of conventional means which NATO should have is inevitably 
raised by the evolution of forces. A reasonable middle course should be sought between 
the United States, which wants to be able to contain the Warsaw Pact furces for months, 
and the Evropeans, who are prepared to put up resistan ie for a few days only. 


At this stage it is necessary to restate that hostilities in Europe would not, this 
time, be decided by the industrial potential of the warring sides but bv what thev would 
be able to deploy right from the start. As far as the old continent is concerned, the 
strategy of giving way in order to gain time will no longer be a response to superior 
ground strength. 


When trving to evaluate the time factor, it is appropriate to take into accéwit som 
factors which are not all to our disadvantage. 


1 -- It is rather unlikely that the Soviet military hierarchy underestimates the Western 
forces in a rivalry in which technology plavs a large part. If this is the case, a 
possible attack would only be launched with means far greater than those they would 
immediately encounter. These means must, therefore, constantiv be such that no attack 
could be launched without previous troop and equipment buildups which would announce an 
imminent invasion. 


2 -- If hostilities were limited to Europe, the U.S. Rapid Deplovment Force would be 
able to intervene following the scenarios so frequently rehearsed in the annual NATO 
maneuvers. But if the conflict started outside the zone covered by the Washington 
treaty, in the Gulf for instance, it could be that, for considerations of speed, the 
first U.S. forces in that theater would have to be taken from Germany. 


Despite this the Europeans should be in a position not to “panic” and to fill the gaps. 
But the United States should also not delay in restoring their combat positions, and 
should not neglect the psychological importance, for both camps, of reinforcements 
arriving from the other side of the Atlantic. Since the rapidity of their arrival 
counts even more than their numbers in the initial phases of a conflict, reinforcements, 
however powerful, would be of no use if the forces on the spot were incapable of holding 
their position until their arrival. 


The events in Poland are important in this discussion. Moscow s obviov. embarrassment 
bears witness to the Soviet svstem's fundament.l political fre /ili*- in the satellite 
countries. It is difficult to imagine that, if hostilities wre not victoriouslv 
completed in a few days, vast subversive movement< would not i reak out in those coun- 
tries. The Red Army's lines of communication would be threatened, and not only in 
Poland. Each day which showed the Russians’ inability to crush their adversaries in the 
Free World would raise the hopes and courage of their “allies-cum-enemies.” 


Consequentiv the question of how the Atlantic powers could put forward a set of forces 
capable of resisting for several weeks without abandoning the greater part of Europe, 
is central to our problem. It is a much bigger question than the one raised by the 
United States of the percentage increase in a particular country's defense budget. It 
would be less difficult to solve if there were an overall strategic concept restoring 
deterrence, of which it is the first and vital element, and in which the neutron bomb 
would be included. 


Il — ‘Necessary Catalvst' 


PMO081627 Paris LE MONDE in French 22-23 Nov 81 p 2 


[Text] The campaign launched in Europe against the introduction of the neutron bomb 
into the NATO arsenal is based essentially on two arguments. 
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1 -- It would have the effect of lowering the nuclear threshold. This is forgetting 
that Europe's defense doctrine is based on the use of nuclear weapons as soon as the 
Atlantic alliance’s forces are no longer able to cope. Bw rejecting the neutron bomb 
the Europeans would simply force the allied command to use, in friendly territories, 
arms which have a much more devastating effect on the demographic, economic and cultural 
environment. 


The nuclear threshold does not depend on the characteristics of a particular nuclear 
weapon but on the ability or inability to stop the enemy with conventional weapons. If 
the neutron bomb and the effort in the conventional sphere are simultaneously rejected, 
the result will be to have the choice between using nuclear weapons which will cause 
more extensive damage and accepting defeat. 


2 — The United States is urging the adoption of this weapon because it would mean 
abandoning the deterrence concept and accepting battle with the idea -- or illusion — 
that it would be possible to win it. This battle would obviously take place on the old 
continent and exclude the two superpowers’ territories. 


Unless vow are convinced that humanitarian considerations are behind the Soviet campaign 
against this “cannibalistic” weapon, this campaign probably reveals above all how com- 
plicated its introduction would make the Red Army's task if it were to attack us. The 
aim is not to aspire to win a possible war in Europe but to make the prospects of imme- 
diate victory for the enemy more difficult. In this connection Moscow's threat to pro- 
duce the enhanced radiation weapon too should not frighten anybody. It would not be to 
our disadvantage for the invasion forces to use weapons 10 or 100 times less powerful 
than the ones we know thev possess. Moreover the idea that the neutron bomb is part of 
a plan intended to ensure that operations are not extended to the superpowers’ terri- 
tories disregards the parallel decision to deploy the Euromissiles, whose function, as 
we have rightly seen, is to pose the threat of this extension. 





In anv case President Reagan's decision on the enhanced radiation weapon is the reason- 
able consequence of the Western countries’ inferiority in the conventional sphere. 
Nobody in either Europe or America, be he for or against this decision, should use it 

as an excuse not to develop his conventional forces. In short, we can sav that the 
Western allies, who originally drew up a concept which was in keeping with their superi- 
ority in some sectors, have maintained that concept in spite of alterations in the para- 
meters of that original superioritv. Although it is not possible to go back, this con- 
cept must be updated. To do this it is appropriate to take account of the enemy's weak 
points. He is showing them to us himself by the efforts he is making to prevent our 
taking advantage of them. 


To place these factors at the service of deterrence in Europe and boost the Europeans’ 
confidence in that deterrence, the Western powers must: 


1 — Have a conventional force capable of preventing a surprise operation and of forcing 
the ageressor to make an all-out effort, which knows that any conflict of some length 
involves the risk of domestic troubles in the satellite countries; and 2 -- Clearly 
announce that the graduated response doctrine will be modified in such a wav that: The 
neutron bomb will be used as soon as necessary to counter the enemy's tank superiority. 
Nuclear attacke will be made on military targets in the USSR as soon as the Red Army has 
made such attacks on West Europe. 


As soon as it was established that vulnerability is not the exclusive lot of the Western 
countries, that there are wavs of exploiting the enemy's weak points and that, if the 
structure of forces and the doctrine governing their use takes account of them, any 
attack, nuclear or conventional, would face the aggressor with “agonizing” decisions. 
The people would again be able to understand that the defense efforts asked of them vere 
being asked with the prospect not of a conflict “lost in advance” but of preventing that 


conflict. 
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A Role for France 
France would obviously have a role to play in this context. 


Mr Giscard d‘Estaing stated several times that France‘’s security was closely linked with 
that of its neighbors. “Mr Mitterrand and his government have demonstrated the prime 
importance which is attached to this security by taking a stance in tavor of the deplov- 
ment of the Pershine and cruise missiles. Ravmond Barre spoke of “extended deterrence.” 
Pierre Maurov,. his successor, in his first general policy statement devoted to defense 
questions, did not merely categorically reject anv idea of “neutralism” or “iseolationism." 
He specified that “an attack on France does not begin when an enemy penetrates national 
territory.” 


To be more precise. we can examine France's contributions to the overall defense in the 
nuclear, conventional and logistical spheres. 


1 — Back in 1974 the Ottawa declaration recognized the contribution made bv the French 
and ®British strategic forces to the total deterrence. There is scarcely any doubt that 
the mere existence in Europe of two independent decision making centers capable of using 
nuclear weapons must seriously complicate the plans of a possible aggressor. Of course, 
if a strategic exchange were to take place between France, or Britain and the USSR, these 
two Western nations could be wiped off the map. But the damage caused to the Soviet 
Union’s urban and economic infrastructure would be considerable. Thus it would have to 
assess this in relation to its position toward the United States and China. With such a 
prospect. the destruction of one or two medium-sized powers in West Europe could seem 
pointlessiv costly. 


2 — France's geographical position would give it a vital role in the logistics of anv 
conflict. It is not possible to defend the continent on the narrow strip of territory 
which separates the Oder-Neisse line from the Western borders of Germany and Belgium 
against an empire having unlimited space. Only France can offer the access to the 
Atlantic. the airport fecilities, the lines of communication, oil pipelines and so forth 
without which it would be impossible to control a conflict even for a few davs. Detailed 
preparations for this eventuality constitute one of the main elements of its contribution 
to strenetheninge deterrence in Europe. 


3} — If there was an agreement recognizing that the allies should be capable of fighting 
at the conventional, level for some time, it would be necessary for the French lst 

Army, scheduled to intervene in the capacity of general reserves, to correspond to the 
same norms. Otherwise the country would not be able to play its role in the continent's 
common defense. That would run counter to its interests, its European policy and its 
commitments. 


France's security is based on an assurance: the assurance supplied by the alliance to 
Which it belongs, and a secondary assurance conferred by its strategic armaments. It 
could sot sacrifice either, or one to the other. But it can strengthen the former 
without making ‘anv change in its position toward the integrated system as defined by 
General De Gaulle in 1966. 


The president and the competent government members have repeatedly stated that France 
would join them if the clauses of the Washington and Brussels treaties were orought into 
play. In the speech already mentioned Mr Mauroy made specific reference to the treaties 
which created the WEU and which contain a much more specific promise of help than the 
NATO treaty in the event of an attack on one of the signatories. 


Sume people think that, by demanding an independent defense policy, France is trving to 
shirk its responsibilities within the Free World in case of crisis or conflict. It 
seems that the reverse is true. 
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Owing to its political influence, its geograph‘cal position and the size and variety of 
its forces, it has advantages which mav be decisive both for defense and deterrence. Its 
decision to intervene or keep out would be bound to alter the elements of a confrontation 
radically for both camps. 


It is well known that Paris did not agree to the graduated response doctrine. Is there 
reason to hope, if some of the ideas put forward here were deemed useful, that this quarrel 
is a thing of the past and that there could be greater convergence between France and its 
allies on the doctrine needed to safeguard their common security’ 


In the present disturbing situation, such a rapprochement mav be the vital catalyst for a 
reduction in Europe's military vulnerability to reduce the political vulnerability of 
opinion. 


GENEVA TALKS MAY THREATEN FRENCH DETERRENT 





PMO71511 Paris LE FIGARO in French 30 Now 81 p 2 
[Paul-Marie de la Gorce article: “Washington and Moscow Tempted by All-Embracing Negotiations”) 


[Text) The conference starting in Geneva on medium-range (over 1,000 km) theater nuclear 
weapons may justifiably arouse feelings of skepticism and weariness. Skepticism because 
SALT I and II, which related to strategic weapons (those which hit and destrov the very 
heart of the enemy), did not stop the arms race. Weariness because the SALT II negotia- 
tions, for instances, lasted 7 vears and the agreement finally reached has still not been 
ratified.... Nonetheless it is important to assess what is at stake, which is the balance 
of forces and the strategic situation in Europe and possibly even, as will be seen, the 
French defense svstem's independence and development. 


The proposals which will be put forward during the discussions will naturallv have, as in 
the past, a political, tactical and psychological significance and will sometimes even 

have a propaganda purpose. There have already been manv examples of this. When the 

Soviets proposed a moratorium on the deployment of the S$S-20 missiles via the abandonment 

of the NATO plans for the Pershing II and cruise missiles they knew that that was not 
acceptable to the West since it amounted to consolidating their advantage. When Mr Reagan 
proposed, the other dav, the dismantling of the SS-20 missiles in exchange for the non- 
deplovment of the U.S. Euromissiles, that was not credible either and he knew it, since 

it would have amounted to exchanging something which one side already has against something 
which the other side does not vet have. In fact all this is perfectly normal and predictal‘e: 
Each side is trving to win over public opinion and to use it against the other, in short 

to obtain some political advantage. 


The Addition of Opposing Forces 


The listings of forces used in any discussion on disarmament must be distrusted. For 
instance, countercity and counterforce weapons are lumped together, whereas the former are 
used as a deterrent and the latter would be used to wage a “nuclear war.” Similarly, the 
most accurate medium-range nuclear missiles — SS-20 or cruise missiles — are only fully 
effective if they are fired first. So their strategic importance is entirely different from 
the various systems with which thev are listed. Of course, the negotiators will take account 
of this. The quantitative balances are, therefore, artificial. But thev are essential to any 
arms negotiations because they form the vital reference point, the onlv conceivable basis 

for agreement. . 


In any case it is precisely these numerical facts which will be discussed at the Geneva 
conference. But how can thev be assessed’ This will largely be the subject of the 


discussions. 
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To show this, let us take the example of the listing which [Soviet president] Brezhnev 
presented to [FRC chancellor] Schmidt during their Bonn talks. On the Soviet side this 
socument lists 975 medium-ranie delivery vehicles or missiles: 496 SS-20 (around 200 of 
these), SS-4 and SS-5 surface-.o-surface missiles, 18 submarine-launched SSN-8 and SSN-9 
missiles and 461 aircraft, im lsding 50 to 60 Backfire bombers. On the Western side 
Brezhnev's document lists 986, including 170 U.S. F-111 aircraft based in Britain, 80 to 
90 carrier-based A-6 or A-7 aircraft (at a rate of 4 squadrons per aircraft carrier and 

2 sireraft carriers which can be used against the Soviet Union), 50 British Vulcan bombers 
ant +) French Mirage IV, 18 intermediate-range ballistic missiles [IRBM!] on the Albion 
Plateau and 144 IREM's on board French and British submarines. 


A False Balance 


This listing is obviously intended to show that there is a degree of balance which the 
West must not break by introducing new weapons systems, but it prompts three remarks: 


— It mixes theater nuclear veapons with strategic weapons such as the French nuclear 
submarines end the Albion missiles and, at least for the time being, the Mirage IV. 


— It includes very different kinds of aircraft in the same category. Of the 461 Soviet 
aircraft taken into account, around 400 are the old-fashioned and virtually obsolete 
Badgers or Blinders, and of the 824 Western aircraft listed here the F-4 and F-104, owing 
to their limitations and their age, cannot be classed as “Eurostrategic” weapons. 


— It only takes account of the number of delivery vehicles and not the number of nuclear 
warheads. 


But whatever the count, it is clear that there cannot be any agreement at the Geneva con- 
ference, after however long, if the negotiations are restricted to medium-range surface- 
to-surface missiles. The Soviets would have no reason to abandon the strategic advantage 
which the SS-20 missiles give them merely in exchange for the nondeployment of the U.S. 
Eurest+ziles because, as has often been exp!ained in these columns, the Pershing II and 
cruise missiles will not be really mobile and will consequently be vulnerable to a pre- 
emptive strike by the $S-20. The Americans for their part would have no reason to settle 
for the dismantling of the SS-4 and SS-5 missiles, which are not real counterforce systems 
owing to their ereat inaccuracy. 


The chances of agreement, but also very serious risks, lie in expanding the framework of 
negotiations. For instance it is possible to imagine an arrangement which would involve 
considerable reductions in airborne delivery vehicles, many of which, as has been seen, 
are obsolete. 


It is possible to envisage the discussion being extended not just to medium-range missiies 
but to tactical nuclear weapons. In Europe there are 7,000 of these on the American side 
and 4,000 or 4,500 on the Soviet side. The United States planned to withdraw 1,000 of 
them after deplovment of the Pershing I1 and cruise missiles, which clearly shows that, 

in their view, there is a link between the number of medium-range weapons and the number 
of tactical weapons. The Soviets, for their part, have expressly stated that the 
negotiations might relate to all nuclear weapons. 


But there would clearly be a danger in this for the European countries which have their 
own nuclear arms. As was seen in the Brezhnev document, the Soviits take the French and 
British svstems into account in assessing the balance of forces. There is reason to 
fear that, when the time comes, considerable pressure may be exerted to persuade Britain 
and France -- which want to maintain the freedom to cevelop their wn forces — not to 
hinder an agreement. 
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First Strike 


The root of the matter is that the Soviets are torn between the importance for ther of 

the complete or partial denuclearization of Europe and their concern to maintain the 
advantage which the possible efficacy of a first counterforce strike using the $S-29 

gives them. If, as seems likely, they want to keep this advantage at any cost, it is 
partiv because for them it compensates for their major lag in a crucial area: Thev have 
mot mastered the technology of cruise missiles with terminal guidance. At sea these 
missiles are invulnerable to a preemptive strike. Their extraordinary accuracy -- vithin 
around 30 meters -- gives them incomparable first strike effectiveness. This is guaranteed 
by their “terminal guidance” by which, in the last stage of their trajectory, they are 

able to home in on their target. If vow remember that President Reagan, when explaining 
his administration's military pans, announced that the Poseidon submarines and, especially, 
the new Trident submarines will be equipped with “thousands” of sea-to-ground cruise 
missiles, you can assess the formidable strategic and political consequences that would 
have. 


But these submarines, like the others, are not being discussed at the Geneva conference. 
They will only be affected by a possible resumption of SALT or, as it is now called, 
START. That is why it is possible that the negotiations starting today mav one dav 

depend on the revival of discussions on strategic arms: in other words, basically, on 

the overall development of relations between the USSR and the United States. The Soviets’ 
need to reduce the burden on their economy and President Reagan's need to implement his 
budgetary program, which would be impossible without affecting military funds, is probably 
the only thine which can push them toward agreement. for states, as for individuals, 

fear of bankruptcy is probabiv the beginning of wisdon. 


TATU VIEWS PROSPECTS FOR GENEVA ARMS TALKS 





PM071603 Paris LE MONDE in French | Dec 81 pp 1, 5 


[Michel Tatu article: "SS-20"s in Exchanee for French and British Missiles’”! 





[Text] An initial step forward must be pointed out right from the start of these nego- 
tiations: 12 vears ago, when the first major nuclear arms negotiations, which were to 
lead to the 1972 SALT I treaty, opened in Helsinki, all the Soviets to whom the SS-9 

vas mentioned (their intercontinental supermissile which was causing a great stir among 
all the Western experts) invariably replied: “Chto takove’” (What's that’). Any 
Soviet armaments vere a taboo subject then to such an extent that, for vears, the Moscow 
military representatives at the SALT negotiations begged their American interlocutors not 
to savy too such to their civilian counterparts who “should not know” the details of the 
USSR's arsenal.... 


Today this secrecy has been partly but very considerably lifted. The United States is 
probably still way ahead as regards the extent of the information supplied, but the 

Soviets are also showing their cards. The excessively famous S$S-20 is no longer an 
obscenity, an object of the Western countries’ unhealthy curiosity: Even PRAVDA discusses 
it. [Soviet president] Brezhnev going as far as to specify that it has three nuclear 
warheads, thus giving the lie to some German pacifists who disputed the American 
information on that subject. 


As soon as each side agrees to give information on the other's arsenal and on its own, 
they commit themselves to more serious negotiations and, to begin with, to not cheating 
too much on numbers. The initial impression which emerges frém the recent figures 
published is that the assessments within the same category of arflaments are not far out: 
The Soviets cannot conceal their massive advantage in land-based missiles, and the calcu- 
lations made for aircraft are not excessively different. Curiously enough, the USSR 

even credits itself with a higher number of medium-range bombers (461) than Washington 
attributes to it in this category (395).... 
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The whole difference -- and it is considerable -- stems from the fact that Mr Reagan 
includes in Soviet “edium-range weapons 2,700 other aircraft with a shorter range than 
that of the bombers. The Soviets reject that while insisting on including their partner's 
F-4 aircraft although, according to Washington, that aircraft has a similar performance. 


If amv case the two superpowers seem to be virtually in agreement on principles on the 
eve of the negotiations. Moscow following a doctrine consistently applied during the 
SALT negotiations wants to dis.cuss 411 nuclear weapons which can reach its territory. 

As far as arms deploved in Exrope are concerned, and taking account of the protective zone 
provided by the satellite states, that means weapons with a range of 1,000 km or more. 

The Americans, apparently in agreement with that limitation, also line up everything in 
the Soviet arsenal which roughiv has that range and has not already been counted in the 
SALT agreements. 


But this is where flaws appear between the wav in which the superpowers argue and their 
allies’ concerns. 


First, it does not make much difference to « European, especially a West German, whether 
he is hit by a weapon with a range of more or less than 1,000 km. The FRC is also a 
tareet for the short-range Soviet aircraft and missiles like the $S-12 or $S-22 which, 
although usually deplowed in the USSR, could very easily be brought up to the front lines, 
to the GDR or Czechoslovakia, in time of war. (So much so that some Cermans say they 

do not care about the SS-20 quarrel since that missile is, according to them, intended 
more for Britain, france or even Spain.) That is, therefore, an argument which supports 
the Soviet idea of including all this in the negotiations an’ hence the American “forward- 
based systems” too. 


Second, the French and British forces come into play at this stage. In the Soviet's 
view, those armaments have a range of over 1,000 km, are directly aimed at them and were 
not included in the SALT agreements. Just as they now agree to disregard the two Poseidon 
submarines loaned by the United States to the American command in Europe because their 
missiles have an intercontinental range and have already been taken into account in the 
SALT negotiations, so, according to them. everything that was left out then should be 
taken into account now: on their side their old submarine missiles based in the Baltic 
(18 according to them, 30 according to Washington), and on the Western side the three 
components of the French-British deterrent, in other words a total of 263 missiles. 


What Should Be discussed’ 


These factors should be borne in mind when trving to assess the outcome of the two great 
battles which are going to be fought arownd the Ceneva conference table: 


1 — The first will relate to the sphere of negotiations. The United States has drafted 

a proposal which is relatively clear both in substance (agreement on a “zero option,” meaning 
the liquidation of the SS-20, SS-4 and SS-5 missiles and abandonment of the Pershing and 
cruise missiles planned by NATO) and in form: settling the problem of the land-based 
missiles alone first, after which it will be possible to discuss other medium-range missiles 
and even tactical weapons. ‘Now the Soviets, while energetically rejecting the “zero option” 
as put forward by Reagan, seem less categorical as regards procedure. Moreover even they 
have to admit that the more vou go into “inferior”-type weapon categories the thicker the 
file becomes owing to the large number of missiles involved and the complexity of their 
technical characteristics. Discussing “forward-based systems” will immediately mean 
launching into endless arguments on the range of the F-4 and Fencer, of the SS-22 and 
Pershing I (already deploved in the FRG with a range of 700 km) and ultimately on the 

U.S. Lance (around 100 km) and the French Pluton. 


Thus it is possible that an agreement will eventually be reached on limiting the sphere 
of negotiations in a way which is close to the U.S. ideas. 
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me important point is that that will be a Soviet concession and will have to be 


. ~~ The substance will be determined by the outcoms of this first battle because the 
range of options will be limited in keeping with the upper restriction on the sphere of 
negotiation. An interresting variation seems to be emerging from some Soviet remarks. 
Supposing agreement is reached on discussing missiles and leaving owt aircraft. The 
Kremlin could assert that it is entitled to a number of missiles — obviously $S-20'« — 
to counter the French and British missiles: not only the 18 French launchers on the 
Albion Plateau but aleo the submarine-based devices, which do not vet feature in anv 
listing, have several warheads like the 55-20 missiles and are clearly targeted at 
Soviet territory — in other words a total of 162 launchers. 


Inevitable Wrangling 


Now this number corresponds almost exactiy to the number of $S-20 missiles now deploved 
in the European part of the USSR: 170 according to the United States. Hence it is easy 
to imagine selling the moratorium requested by “r Brezhnev (no U.S. missiles in Europe, 
maintenance of the SS-20 missiles with some reductions and the liquidation, which is 
however already planned, of the old SS-4 and SS-5 missiles).... 


Of course, such a variation would be strongly opposed by the West: It is dubious to 
class much more reliable and accurate land-based missiles with submarine missiles. 
Moreover such an approach would completely disregard protection of the FRC, Italy and 
Belgium, the desired “linkage” between European defense and the U.S. central arsenal — 
in short, all the problems which the 1979 NATO decision sought to settle. But what 
counts will be at least as much the impact which the two sides’ proposals will have on 
public opinion and the aid they give to the pacifist and neutralist movement, because it 
is on this ground that the battle will take place. 


If vou add to this the inevitable wrangling which the negotiations will produce among the 
allied governments, and the fact that the United States will ne,otiate alone on the 
Western side, but under vigilant surveillance — [FRG] Chancellor Schmidt has just 
announced that he will keep a “channel” with Moscow open on this subject — the Kremlin 
is, to sav the least, not going in unprepared. 


PRIEFS 


MITTERRAND TO ISRAEL <= Paris, 8 Dec (AFP) — President Francois Mitterrand will make an 
official visit te Israel next February 10 to i2, it was announced here today. The visit 
will be the first by a French or Western European president to Israel since the state 
was founded in 1948. External Affairs Minister Claude Cheveson is at present in Israe! 
arraneine details of the visit. [Text] [Paris AFP in English 1106 GMT 8 Dec 81 NC) 
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LDOB2202 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 2000 G¥YT 8 Dec 81 


{Text} Security-political issues have become a central subject at the Nordic prime 
ministers’ meeting held in Helsinki today. The prime ministers discussed Norway's 
recent decision to store arms for Canadian troops in northern Norway. Norwegian Prime 
Minister Kaare Willoch assured them that the agreement does not mean any change in 
Norway's security policy. According to Willoch it is only a matter of continuing a 
previous agreement which Norway concluded with the United States. During the meeting 
the Nordic prime ministers also discussed economic matters, such as cooperation in over- 
seas projects. Norway announced that at least for the time being it is not willing to 
join the planned joint WNerdix overseas projects. 


DENMARK 
RULING PARTY LOSES 9 SEATS; JORGENSEN RESIGNS 
NCO90833 Paris AFP in English 0821 GMT 9 Dec 81 


[Text] Copenhagen, 9 Dec (AFP) — Danish Prime Minister Anker Jorgensen will submit his 
government's resignation at 1000 GMT, the State Ministry announced today. The announce- 
ment followed vesterday’s general election, which left Mr Jorgensen's leading Social 
Democratic Party with nine fewer seats than the 68 it had in the outgoing parliament, 
and with little chance of forming a majority alliance with other socialist parties. The 
Social Democrats, however, retained a wide edge over other parties in the number of 
seats in Parliament. 


Queen Marerethe Il was to receive the formal resignation letter. Political observers 
said she would ask Mr Jorgensen's government to remain pending formation of a ruling 
coalition. The queen was to meet later today with heads of the nine parties represented 
in parliament. She was later to designate a political leader — political sources said 
that it was highly likely that it would be Mr Jorgensen — to trv to form 4 government 
coalition. 


SWEDEN 








— — — 


PMO71347 Stockholm DACENS NYHETER in Swedish 3 Dec 81 p 6 


[Text] The government has protested the Soviet Union's treatment of hunger-striking 
Nobel Prize winner Andrey Sakharov. The protest was delivered in a conversation between 
Foreien Minister Ola Ulleten and Soviet Ambassador Mikhail Yakovlev. 


Sakharov is on hunger strike so that Liza Aleksevyeva can be reunited with Sakharov's 
stepson in the United States. Ulleten pointed out that Sakharov’s demands are 
reasonable in human rights terms and with reference to the Helsinki treaty. At the 
same time Ullsten expressed concern over the persecution of Jews in the Soviet Union. 
Ulleten also protested that former Liberal party leader Per Ahimark had been refused 
an entry visa to the Soviet Union, where he had intended to meet Jews. 














Vii. 9% Dec 61 cYPaues 11 


SESSION OF INTERCOMMUNAL NEGOTIATIONS HELD 3 DEC 





NCOB1312 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] Another meeting within the framework of the intercommunal taiks we held at the 
Ledra Palace hotel at -=con today. In a statement prior to the meeting, Mr Gobbi. 
special envoy of the UN secretary general in Cyprus, said that at today’s meeting an 
effort is to be made to arrive at an agreement on procedural questions. We said: I 
believe that now there is quite enowgh ground to reach such an agreement. 


Answering a question, Mr Gobbi said that first of all agreement must be reached on 
procedural questions in order to face questions of substance at 4 later stage. Asked 
whether the Waldheim evaluation browght about the expected results, Mr Gobbi said that 
if the evaluation proves to be a very good method, we shall make surprising progress in 
the talks. Mr Gobbi also stated that he will leave tomorrow for New York, where he will 
mert with UN Secretary General Waldheim the following day and attend the Security Council 
Meeting on the question of the extension of the UN peace force's mandate. 


The Greek Cypriot representative at the talks, loannidhis, said that at today's meeting 
he expected that an exchange of views would take place in connection with ways and 
means that could possibly be put into practice so that a constructive dialogue can be 
held. Mr loannidhis recalled that at the previous meeting both sides agreed that the 
Waldheim evalua.ion will be a method for discussion. Answering a question, Mr 
loannidhis said the Greek Cypriot side's position is that there should be flexibility. 
He added: Each side should feel free to discuss both the constitutional and the 
territorial aspects, as well as the other two questions on the agenda. He also said 
that we must not follow a concrete formula. 


The Turkish Cypriot representative at the talks, Mr Onan, said that conclusion of an 
agreement on procedural questions is not a major isswe. We said: The Waldheim ideas 
have led to a situation in which these ideas can serve as a basis for negotiations. He 
added: The gaps and vacuums that can be found in the Waldheim ideas can be supplemented 
by the ideas and proposals of the two sides. Asked how would it be possible to reach 
an agreement when the Turkish Cypriot side censiders the Waldheim evaluation as a 
“basis” for negotiations while the Greek Cypriot side and the United Nations see it as 
an “aid” to the negotiations, Mr Onan said: We will be in a position to find a way out, 
and if this does not happen at today's meeting, it will happen at the next one. 


Talks To Resume 7 Jan 
NCO81525 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1400 GMT 8 Dec 81 
[Excerpt] A UN announcement says a statement on the procedure to be followed at future 
meetings, which was made by the UN secretary gener..1's special representative in 
Cyprus, Mr Gobbi, was accepted at today's meeting held within the framework of the 
intercomunal talks. According to the announcement, the next meeting will be held at 


1600 on 7 January. 


DENKTAS BEGINS CONTACTS WITH PARTY LEADERS 





TAOB1702 (Clandestine) Bavrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1530 GMT 8 Dec 61 


[Text] President Rauf Denktas has begun contacts with the leaders of the political 
parties in connection with the establishment of a new government. He received Turkish 
Unity Party leader lemail Sezer at 1430, Democratic People’s Party leader Nejat Konuk at 
1500, Republican Turkish Party leader Ozker Ozgur at 1600 and Communal Liberation Party 
leades Alpay Durduran at 1700. Denktas will meet National Unity Party leader and Prime 
Minister Cagatay at 1100 tomorrow. Denktas met the deputy speaker of the legislative 
assembly, Ekxrem Ural, this morning. 
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[Answer] Mr Waldheim proposed an “evaluation” of the state of the Cyprus intercommunal 
preliminary negotiations. To the extent that this approach could contribute to the 
continuation of this very difficult dialogue, and with some reservations, we are in favor 
of it. However, it is important to see that for the time being it is just a question of 
methods. However, noting this and submitting it to negotiations between the two camps can 
obviously be a good approach. These procedural questions must not conceal the essence of 
the problem, on which we are making very slow progress owing to Turkish obstinacy. 

I repext that it is primarily from the international community and its efforts to make 
Ankara listen to reason that we hope to receive a decisive contribution. 


[Question] What are you expecting from your visit to Paris? 


[Answer] First, the opportunity to explain in detail to the French president, who I know 
feels sympathy for and interest in Cyprus, the facts of the tragic situation in which ve 
have been living since the northern part of our country was occupied 7 years ago. We are 
relying a great deal on France's aid. In addition we would like to extend our cooperation 
with Paris and the EEC in the cultural, technical and also economic spheres. We need 
France, in particular, to help us improve our association agreements with the EC. 


AKEL DELEGATION LEAVES FOR VISIT TO CUBA 





NCOB1002 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 8 Dec 81 p 1 


[Text] At the invitation of the Central Committee of the Cuban Communist Party, a two- <mber 
AKEL delegation has left for Havana. The AKFL delegation consists of Dhonis Khristofinis, 
alternate member of the AKEL Central Committee Political Bureau, and Khristoforos Tzionis, 
member of the AKEL Central Committee. The visit is taking place within the framework of 

the close cooperation that exists between the two brotherly parties, savs an AKFL statement. 


TURKISH MAINLAND TROOPS SAID REINFORCED BY 8,000 





NCO90735 Nicosia 0 AGON in Greek 9 Dec 81 pp 1, 8 


[Excerpt] The Turkish occupation troops have been reinforced considerably with both men 

and armament recently. According to reports received by the authorities, last month the 
Turkish occupation troops were reinforced with 8,000 men and with modern equipment and tanks. 
The fresh Turkish troops arrived at Famagusta and Kyrenia harbors in Turkish naval vessels. 
The fresh forces were deployed in various parts of the occupied area, mainly on the 
confrontation lines. 


The reinforcement of the Turkish troops with men and materiel was confirmed by the govern- 
ment spokesman as well. In a recent statement he said the government is watching the 
situation closely and will make representations to both the Western powers and the United 
Nations. 


Authoritative political observers stressed that the new Turkish provocation is proof of the 


true intentions and goals of the Turks, that is, the consolidation of faits accomplis and 
the exercise of psychological pressure on the Greek Cypriots. 


Other reports say the arrival of fresh Turkish troops is connected with the situation in 
the occupied areas, where Turkish Cypriot leader Denktas is continuously losing ground, the 
result being the fall of his pseudogovernment 2 days ago. 
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PAPANDREOU TeRMs TALKS WITH WEINBERGER ‘POSITIVE’ 





NCO72112 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 7 Dec 861 


[Text] Prime Minister Papandreou arrived in Brussels at 1745 Greek time today to parti- 
cipate, in his capacity as defense minister, in the winter conference of the NATO defense 


ministers. Our special correspondent Yiannis Papadhimitropoulos reports: 


[Begin recording] Prime Minister Papandreou has described his meeting in Brussels this 
evening with U.S. Defense Secretary Weinberger as useful, positive and encouraging. After 
the meeting Mr Papandreou stressed to Greek and foreign correspondents that he was able to 
learn the U.S. Government's reaction concerning NATO and Greece. 


The Papandreou-Weinberger meeting lasted 1 hour and was held in the prime minister's room 
at the Brussels Hilton. After the meeting the prime minister talked to newsmen, stressing 
that the Turkish occupation of Cyprus, the Aegean isswe, and the threat against our borders 
with Turkey were the burning issues he raised in the strongest manner with the U.S. secre- 
tary of defense. Mr Papandreou added that the Greek positions found some response from 
his opposite number, and for this reason he is fully satisfied. Moreover, he said that 
now the cornerstone has been laid for the entire defense issue of the country. 


Speaking after the meeting with Mr Papandreou, the U.S. secretary of defense said: We 
wanted to hold this meeting because we would like to know what each of us is thinking. 
We thought it would be right to have a personal meeting in order to learn our mutual 
reaction. In anv event, it was a very useful and encouraging meeting. We made a full 
review of the problems of defense and NATO and we look forward to more meetings in the 
future. 


Speaking after the U.S. secretary of defense, Mr Papandreow said: Really our talk was 
very positive because for the first time we were given the opportunity to raise the Greek 
defense problem with the United States and, in a wider sense, with NATO. Our talk was 
truly encouraging for the future, and we agreed to continue these contacts until there 

is full clarification of the issues that are critical for our country. 


Tomorrow morning the prime minister will participate in the NATO defense minister's 
conference. [end recording] 


FRENCH MILITARY DELEGATION HOLDS TALKS IN ATHENS 





NCO72153 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 7 Dec 81 


[Text] At the Pentagon this morning Deputy Minister of National Defense Petsos had a 
constructive 2-hour talk with a French military delegation on matters of armaments. The 
foreign delegation, which is paying an official visit to Greece, is headed by Gen [name 
indistinct], director of international affairs at the French Ministry of Defense. 


Speaking about the French delegation's presence in our country, Mr Petsos stressed that 
views will be exchanged on various matters of join: interest. In his brief address, the 
French general said the visit aims at further strengthening Greek-French relations, which 
have been promoted greatly through the recent visit by Prime Minister Papandreou to Paris. 


The subject of the talks was to examine questions related to the manner in which both 
countries can cooperate in the field of armaments and particularly in establishing high 
technology in Greece so that products of the local military industry may gradually become 
competitive in the international market. 
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OZAL: NO NEED FOR AID FROM EUROPE BY 1984 





TAO81609 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Statement in Paris 8 December by Denuty Prime Minister and State Minister Turgut Ozal 
to MEDITERRANEAN NEWS AGENCY -- re. rded] 


[Text] The meeting of the [OECD) second working group in Paris has involved the exchange 
of the OECD member countries’ views and our views on a report drawn up by the OECD 
Secretariat and entitled "The Mid-term Development of the Turkis Economy.” Following 

an opening speech by OECD Secretary General van Lennep, I delivered a speech. I summarized 
the developments of our economy during the past 2 years. Then I listened to the views 

of two or three delegates and left the meeting. Our colleagues continued to attend the 
meeting at the technical level. 


I can say the following: The progress made by the Turkish economy during the past 2 years, 
especially during the past year, is, to quote the report, remarkable. In fact, OECD 
delegates told us at various times that it was amazing that Turkey's economy was improving 
despite great economic difficulties in the world. 


I believe that if the present trend continues, if we can continue to pursue the same 
policies, Turkey will need almost no official aid, that is, no aid from other states, in 

2 years, that is, at the beginning of 1984. That does not mean we will not need military 
aid or economic aid for military purposes. We will continue to receive that from the con- 
cerned members. However, I must point this out immediately: There will be no need for 

a special OECD group. 


There will be an economic development review committee meeting before the pledge [word in 
English] meeting. At the first meeting, which will be held to review the situation in 
the member countries, the situation in Turkey will be discussed. I believe this will 
be held at the end of February or in March. Immediately after that, the aid to Turkey 
consortium will convene. I believe that at that meeting they will determine the date of 
the pledge [word in English] meeting. I guess it will be in May, as it was last year. 


There is no need to deny the fact that the political atmosphere in Europe is a little 
negative regarding the latest developments in Turkey. However, Turkey's economic 
development is being received with great admiration and understanding. An important 
reason for this is that the European courtries are pleased because an improved Turkish 
economy means they will have to reduce the aid they have been extending to Turkey during 
these <ifficult times. Naturally we want to stand on our own two feet, with our own 
efforts, as soon as possible. 


Another important point is -- and this has been pointed out several times before -- many 
countries are in great economic difficulties. On one hand they cannot reduce the rate 
of inflation, and on che other hand they have problems with their dalance of payments. 
So it is extremely noteworthy that Turkey is successful both in reducing the rate of 
inflation and in increasing exports to an unprecedented level. We have been told that 
several times. Let me add one more thing: There is some jealousy involved too! 


Exports To Reach $4.5 Billion 
TAOB1826 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Excerpt] Trade Minister Kemal Canturk has said that Turkish exports, which at the 
beginning of the year were estimated at $3.5 billion, will stand at $4.5 billion by 
the end of the year. Speaking at a meeting of the Istanbul Exporters Union, Canturk 
said Turkey is now at a stage in which the rate of inflation is greatly reduced. He 
added that the damage done by the high inflation must be eliminated. That is why, he 
stressed, efforts must be made to increase production and investments. 
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TURKMEN CALLS RELATIONS WITH U.S. ‘PERFECT’ 





NCO81324 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 5 Dec 81 p 1 


[Text] Ankara, (ANKA) -- Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen has said: “We are observing a 
gradually increasing tendency to intransigence on the part of Greece. If this tendency 
continues, extremely serious difficulties in our relations will crop up.” 


At a press conference held for foreign journalists, Foreign Minister Turkmen said that 
though no timetable has been specified regarding the resotration of democracy in Turkey, 
there will be new indications at the beginning of 1982. He added that he had also expressed 
these views at the ministerial conference of the Council of Europe. 





Turkmen also stated that relations with the United States were “perfect,” and added that 
these relations were being maintained not only within a bilateral framework but also 

within NATO. Turkmen said that in the course of talks in Ankara with U.S. Defense Secretary 
Weinberger, the situation in southwest Asia and the needs of the Turkish armed forces 

were evaluated. 


Responding to a journalist who wanted to know what Turkey's attitude would be after the 
United States gives Creece special assurances, the foreign minister said: "I do not believe 
the United States will provide such assurances. Such an act would run counter to the 

spirit of the alliance.” 


Replying to a question on Turkey's relations with the Islamic countries, Turkren said: "We 
do not view our relations with the Islamic countries as conflicting with our celations with 
the West. We do not believe these relations will damage our relations with the West.” 
Stating that Turkish foreign policy is “multilateral.” Turkmen maintained that the policy 
being pursued envisaged loyalty to NATO, membership in the Council of Europe and links with 
the Islamic countries. It has been announced that Foreign Minister Turkmen will be visiting 
the People's Republic of China 18-23 December. 


WEINBERGER DRAGCING COUNTRY INTO U.S. STRATEGY 





TAO90925 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Part, in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT 9 Dec 81 


[Station commentary: "In the Wake of a Trip"] 


[Text] U.S. war minister Weinberger has come to Turkey and gone. Numerous meetings were 
held behind closed doors. To date, no official statement has been issued on these 
meetings. What did the Washington administration demand from the junta? What did it 
attempt to impose on it? What attitude did the junta adopt in the face of these pressures? 
All answers to these questions are being concealed from the people. The pro-U.S. press is 
making much ado about us not participating in the Rapid Deployment Force [RDF]. 


There is so far no definite decision regarding the RDF. However, this doesn't mean the 
dangerous plan has been renounced. As a matter of fact, the RDF is one of the main subjects 
being discussed at the NATO meetings currently being held in Brussels. The plan consists 

of expanding NATO's sphere of influence into the Middle East and dragging Turkey into 

the RDF within this framework. It is now becoming more evident that, through their statements 
that Turkey will not shoulder any responsibilities outside the NATO borders, the junta 

heads were actually making concessions to the NATO chiefs and leaving the doors open for 

the Turkey to be dragged into the RDF. 





It was announced during Weinberger's visit that a joint defense council was established 
between Turkey and the United States. Let us remind you that at the beginning of this 
year four imperialist institutes based in London, New York, Bonn and Paris published a 
report concerning world imperialist policy. 
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The report proposes the establishment of bilateral or multilateral organs for crisis 
management among states, particularly in the Middle East, which the United States has 
declared an area of interest. The joint defense council established during Weinberger's 
visit is one of the important levers in imperialist strategy. It is clear that this 
body has a function outside NATO and even beyond it. 


Under a military dictatorship and at a time when the most reactionary and pro-U.S. elements 
within the army and the junta are clearly resorting to every means in a bid to (7increase 
their activity), the establishment of such body further increases the threats directed 
against our country. The joint defense council will constitute another lever to include 
Turkey in the RDF. 


It is therefore, very dangerous to be deceived by the various press articles publ ished 
following Weinberger’s visit to the effect that we once again escaped being dragged 
into the RDF. This body, which is devoid of any legal basis and which is not subject 
to any supervision, is an extension of the U.S. policy of establishing reactionary 
alliances in the Middle East. The United States previously set up similar organs in 
countries like Israel, Egypt and Pakistan. In other words, the joint defense council 
aims to enfold our country further into the adventurist U.S. policy in the Middle East. 


This body, which is an extension of the defense cooperation agreement with the United 
States, offers the Reagan administration new opportunities to interfere deeper in the 
internal affairs of Turkey. The joint defense council which reflects the hegoronistic 
interests of the U.S. imperialists regarding our region and Turkey, contradicts our 
people's interests. It threatens peace and security inthe region. By bowing down to the 
establishment of such body, the junta is further inviting our country to be dragged into 
the Reagan administration's Middle East adventures. 


THREE MORE AC(CITiED IN ANKARA NAP TRIAL 





TAO82124 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] The trial of the leaders and some of the outlawed National Action Party and 
Idealist organizatior continued today. During today’s session at the Ankara Martial 

Law Command lst Military Court, some of the suspects were interrogated. The court 

then ruled to acquit three of those interrogated -- Nevzat Kosoglu, Omer Cakiroglu and 
Mehmet Sorgunlu -- who proved they were in the army on the date of the crime. This brings 
the number of suspects acquitted in this trail to five. The trail will resume on 

10 December. 


POLICEMAN, TERRORIST KILLED IN ISTANBUL CLASH 





TAOB1634 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Statement dated 8 December by press and public relations department of lst Army and 
Istanbul, Canakkale, Edirne, Kirklareli and Tekirdag Martial Law Command] 


[Text] Terrorists who are members of the Rev ‘utionary Leftist organization robbed a 
brewery truck in Sagmalcilar, Istanbul, at 1400 today The terrorists engaged in an 
armed clash with security forces, who chased them after the incident. A policeman, 

Hasan Ibrik, was martyred during the clash. Two terrorists were wounded and one of 

them died on the way to the hospital. Two pistols, two magazines and the 117,000 

Turkish liras they stole from the truck were seized by security forces. An investigation 
into the incident has begun. 
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SAN MARINO 
DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS TO BE OPENED WITH MALTA 








AUO81612 Rome ANSA in English 0842 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] San Marino, central Italy, 8 Dec (ANSA) -- The government of San Marino, the 
small independent state situated in central Italy, and the government of the Republic 
of Malta have agreed to open diplomatic relations at the level of an exchange of 

general consulates, a communique released here has announced. The joint declaration, 
which was made public on Monday, states that “effective immediately” the two small 
nations have decided to open diplomatic relations “faithful to the ideals of the United 
Nations charter, desiring to contribute to the development of harmonious relations among 
all nations for the realization of peace and security, and convinced of developing friend- 
ship and cooperation ties between their countries.” The communique concluded by noting 
that “the ,overnment of the Republic of San Narino recognizes the policy of neutrality 
of the government of the Republic of Malta and (the latter) recognizes the policy of 
neutrality of the (former)”. 


SPAIN 


NATO MINISTERS WELCOME SPANISH MEMBERSHI) 








LD081426 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1400 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] According to a communique published in Brussels today, the NATO defense ministers 
welcome Spain's application for membership. Here is a report from Brussels by Angel 
Rosello: The document confirms that approval has been given by all the European defense 
ministers of the organization, including Greek Defense Minister Papandreou, and accepts 
the Spanish Government's initiative for membership in the Atlantic alliance. The NATO 
Eurogroup official communique says, and these are the words: The defense ministers have 
taken note of the NATO secretary general's statement of 2 December and will receive favorably 
the Spanish Government's initiative requesting Spanish membership in the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization. In other words, on Thursday in Burssels all the Atlantic alliance 
countries will sign the protocol for Spanish admission to NATO. No further reservations 
remain, neither on the part of Greece or on the part of the Netherlands. 


UNITED KINGDOM 





THATCHER CONDEMNS SOVIET TREATMENT OF SAKHAROVS 





LD081654 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1616 GMT 8 Dec 81 


[Text] The prime minister today condemned the Soviet Government's treatment of Nobel 
Peace Prize winner Dr Andrey Sakharov and his wife, and urged it to stop harassing them. 
Mrs Thatcher accused the Russians of “blatant disregard” of their commitment under the 
Helsinki agreement on human rights, and she called on the Soviet authorities to allow 
Mrs Liza Alekseyeva, the wife of Dr Sakharov's stepson, to join her husband in the 
United States. Dr and Mrs Sakharov, who have been on hunger strike in a bid to force the 
authorities to let Mrs Alexeyeva join her husband, were taken into enforced medical care 
at the weekend. 


Mrs Thatcher said during Commons question time: “This government has frequently 

made representations with regard to the blatant disregard of the Soviet Union of its 
commitments under the Helsinki Final Act." "We have also frequently raised individual 
cases with the Soviet Union. We deplore the circumstances which led Dr and Mrs Sakharov 
to go on hunger strike. We hope very much that the Soviet authorities will let the wife 
of Dr Sakharov's stepson join her husband in the United States, and that they will desist 
from harassing Dr and Mrs Sakharov further.” 
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